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There shall be no compulsion in [acceptance of] the religion. The right 
course has become clear from the wrong. So whoever disbelieves in 
Taghut and believes in Allah has grasped the most trustworthy 
handhold with no break in it. And Allah is Hearing and Knowing. 
[Baqarah : 256] 
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Kufr Bit Taghut 


Shaykh Muhammad ibn ‘Abdil-Wahhab stated: 

“Concerning the description of kufr bit-taghut, then verily, it is that you 
believe in the invalidity of worship done to other than Allah and to leave it 
and to hate it being done and to declare takfir of its people and have hostility 
towards them. In regards to the meaning of iman in Allah, then verily, it is 
that you believe that Allah is the only one who should be worshipped and 
not anything else other than Him and to purify all types of worship for Allah 
and to negate it from everything else that is worshipped other than Him and 
to love and ally with the people of ikhlas and to hate and take as enemies 
the people of shirk. This is Millatu Ibrahim which only a fool would abandon. 
And this is the example that Allah informed about 
in His statement: 


There has already been for you an excellent example in Ibrahim and 
those with him, when they said to their people: ‘Indeed, we are 
disassociated from you and from whatever you worship other than 
Allah. We have rejected you, and there has appeared between us and 
you animosity and hatred forever until you believe in Allah alone’ 
[Al-Mumtahanah:4] 


Murjiah & Kufr Bit Taghut 


The secularists separated the din from politics, then focused on 
politics and left the din. The Murjiah separated the din from politics, 
then focused on a part of the din and left politics. The people of the 
Sunnah see all of the matter being din, so they demanded the lands 

be judged and ruled by the din. 


The secularists did not attempt to try to respond and refute the people 
of the Sunnah, rather, they gave the authority to the Murjiah to 
respond and [attempt] to refutethem because they (the Murjiah) are 
their shar‘i wing. Thus the Murjiah unleashed their tongues against the 
people of the Sunnah due to the secularists being rejected,as people 
Know they have no share in the din. As for the Murjiah, they cover 
themselves in the garment of the din. 


Shaykh Muhammad ibn ‘Abdil-Wahhab said, “The description of 

kufr bit-taghut is to believe in the invalidity of the worship to other 

than Allah,and to leave it (the taghut), to hateit, make takfir of its 
people,and to have enmity towards them.” 


As for the Murjiah, they achieved the description of kufr 
bit-taghut by applying it to the people of tawhid and jihad. And | 
Shall highlight that for you: 


a. Believing in its invalidity. 
They believe in the invalidity of jihad except with the permission 
of the tawaghit, those whom we wage jihad against [Saying], 
“oermit me for jihad.” 


b. Leaving. 
They leave jihad and do not participatein it in any form 


c. Hatred. 
They hate the people of jihad from every angle one[is Supposed] 
to hate the mushrikin. 


d. Takfir. 
They judge the people of tawhid as Khawarij, then some of them 
adopt [the opinion of] takir of the Khawarij as their proof to declare 
takfir of the people of tawhid. 


e. Enmity. 
Their enmity towards the people of tawhid reached the highest levels: 
killing;and the best evidence is the current reality. 
Is this the path of Ibrahim al-Khalil or the path of the taghut’s ‘amil 
(agent)? 


This is the reality of those who falsely and slanderously affiliate 
themselves to “Salafiyyah.” With the People of tawhid and jihad they 
are Khawarij extremists, but with the people of apostasy and 
stubbornness, they are despicable Murjiah. 


If the lord of the house would beat the tambourine 
the habitual nature of everyone within the 
home would be dancing 
(Poetry) 


Al-Fawzan, in an audio clip, said, “Everyone who holds the ideas of ibn Ladin 
and views it permissible to revolt against the rulers, then he is a Khariji.” The 
launching: al-Fawzan said the Khawarij are Kuffar according to the correct 
opinion. 

The person mentioned said, “The scholars differed concerning the Khawarij,are 
they kuffar or misguided fussaq (corrupt doers)? There are two opinions,and the 
opinion that declares takfir of them is closer to the truth, because the evidence 
are indicative of their disbelief. As for praying behind them, it is not Permissible 
due to them being kuffar, unless they enforce their authority on land — as the 
jurists mention — then a Muslim may pray behind them” 

(“Lessons in the elucidation of Nawagid al-Islam‘). 


Conclusion: everyone who holds the views of ibn Ladin and views it 
permissibleto revolt against the rulers, then he is a kafir So are the Murjiah 
considered Khawarij with the callers [to Allah] or not? As for them being Murjiah 
with therulers, they did not even declare takfir of their king, Fahd, for wearing the 
cross! This is clear and does not require anything more. 


Fawzan has Lot Of Contradictions in his own Lectures like In At-Ta'leeq al- 
Mukhtasar alaa al-Qaseedah al-Nooniyyah (3/1342) He gave excuse to Rafidah 
Public & Also you will find from him that he says that he gave no excuse of 
Ignorance & Taking his Statement As Hujjah Stupid Madhaklis & Neo Hazimis 
Keep On Fighting with Eachother without Realizing that their shaykh has 
Contradictions 
One Can Write A Whole Book On His Contradictions 


Khawarij & Kufr Bit Taghut 
(Extra Detail) 


The Khawarij: such as their classification of some people that one is a taghut. 
Then,they build upon that: takfir of whoever does not declare takfir of him, 
because “he did not disbelievein the taghut”. And there is no doubt that 
including a person within Islam is just like taking him out from it. It is the exact 
samething. Because the ruling of kufr or Islam is a ruling of Allah, not just 
anyone can make a judgement in relation to it by his mere opinion and whims. 


“Whoever does not perform Takfeer upon the Mushrikeen did not disbelieve 
in the Taghut.” Now is the description of Kuffr bitTaghut upon one level? 
(Believing in the falsehood of its worship, abandoning it, having hatred to it, 
performing Takfeer on its people, and having enmity). 


Whoever says “Yes”, this necessitates making Takfeer upon whoever does 
not have enmity to the Mushrikeen, even if he was weak or oppressed, and no 
one has ever stated this. Whoever says showing enmity has Tafseel (details), 

we would say, yes, and likewise Takfeer has a Tafseel, among those who 

reject the Qur’anic texts, and among those who confused themselves in 
understanding certain aspects of the preventions of Takfeer and it has not 
been made clear to him. 


[Refer to My Post "Asl Din Al Islam" & "Two Innovations] 


Shaykh Sulayman ibn ‘Abdullah Said regarding the one who refrained 
from performing Takfeer upon the Mushrikeen, “If he had doubts 
regarding their Kuffr, or is ignorant about their Kuffr, if you show him 
the proofs from the book of Allah and the Sunnah of the Messenger of 
Allah (Saws) regarding their Kuffr, then if he has doubts after that or is 
hesitant, he is a Kaafir according to the consensus of the Scholars, 
regarding the one that doubts the Kuffr of a Kaafir, then he is a Kaafir.” 
[Kitab Awthag ‘Urah allmaan] 

[Refer to My Post "Najadiya Vs Hazimiyah" & "Al Salaf Vs Hazimiyah" For 
More Details] 


There is no proof from the Qur'an and Authentic Sunnah regarding the 
one that makes Takfeer upon him in all cases. So how did you make 
Tafsil regarding enmity, but not make Tafseel regarding Takfeer? 
And among the characteristics of the people of bid’ah is differentiating 
between two similar matters. 


Najadiya Considered Unrestricted Takfir On Basis Of 
Third Nullifier To Be Trait Of Hururiyah-----> 


At the time of Shaykh ‘Abd al-Lateef ibn ‘Abd ar-Rahmaan ibn Hasan — one 
of the leaders of the Najdi Da‘wah and one of the grandsons of Shaykh 
Muhammad ibn ‘Abd al-Wahhaab — some extremists went as far as the 

extremists of today in their misunderstanding of this principle. So he wrote to 

them , denouncing them and saying: 


“In the year sixty-four, | came to know about two deviant men of your ilk in 
al-Ahsa’. They kept away from Jumu‘ah and jamaa‘ah (prayers in 
congregation) and regarded the Muslims in that land as disbelievers. Their 
argument was like yours; they said: The people of al-Ahsa’ sit with Ibn 
Fayrooz and mix with him and people like him who do not regard taaghoot 
(rulers who do not implement sharee‘ah) as disbelievers, but nobody regards 
as a disbeliever his grandfather, who rejected the call of Shaykh 
Muhammad, and he did not accept it and he opposed it. 


“They said: Anyone who does not clearly state that he is a disbeliever is 
himself a disbeliever in Allah, because he did not reject taaghoot (rulers who 
do not implement sharee‘ah), and whoever sits with him is like him. On the 
basis of these two false and misguided notions they established the rulings 
that are applicable in the case of blatant apostasy, to the extent that they 
stopped returning greetings of salaam. The matter was referred to me, so | 
summoned them, warned them and spoke harshly to them. First of all they 
claimed to be following the ‘aqeedah (beliefs) of Shaykh Muhammad ibn 
‘Abd al-Wahhaab, and to have copies of his essays, so | discussed their 
specious arguments and defeated their misguided notions with whatever | 
was able to in my meeting with them. 


“| told them that the Shaykh had nothing to do with this belief and view, and that no one should be 
regarded as a disbeliever except on the basis of what all the Muslims are agreed that the one who 
does it is a disbeliever, such as major shirk (ascription of partners to Allah), or rejection of the 
revelations and Messengers of Allah, or of any of them, after proof has been established and has 
definitively reached them, such as denouncing as disbelievers those who worship the righteous or 
call upon them alongside Allah, or treat them as rivals to Him with regard to His rights over His 
creation of worship and devotion. 


“This is what the scholars and believers, and all schools of thought, are unanimously agreed upon. 
They gave special attention to this issue (takfir or denouncing people as disbelievers) when they 
discussed the rulings thereon and what constitutes apostasy and is regarded as such, and they 

discussed the issue of shirk. Ibn Hajar paid special attention to this issue in a book entitled al- 
I‘laam bi Qawaati'‘ al-Islam. “The two Persian men mentioned expressed repentance and regret, 
and claimed that the truth had become clear to them both, then they left for the coast. But they 
went back to the same view, and we heard that they regarded the leading scholars of the Muslims 
as disbelievers because they send letters to the Egyptian kings. Moreover, they regard asa 
disbeliever anyone who mixes with any Muslim religious leader who wrote to them (the Egyptian 
kings). We seek refuge with Allah from misguidance after having been guided. 


“We have heard similar things about you, and that you indulge in discussing similar matters that no 
one should discuss except scholars of great knowledge and those who are endowed with deep 
understanding of the revelation of Allah, those who have been granted wisdom and knowledge. 


“As for denouncing people as disbelievers on the basis of these matters that you thought might 
render Muslims as disbelievers, this is the way of the deviant Khaarijites/Khawarij who rebelled 


against the caliph Amir al-Moumineen ‘Ali ibn Abi Taalib and the Sahaabah who were with him.” 


[ad-Durar al-Saniyyah fi'l-Ajwibah an-Najdiyyah (1/466)] 


[Continued In Story Highlight "Kufr Bit Taghut"] 
[PDF Reader Ignore This] 


First three Parts Of Kufr Bit Taghut Is from Asl for which noone is excused & 
last Two parts are from Lawazim Obligatory & their is tafseel attached to it 
Tafseel Was Given By Najadiya & Salaf in last Two Parts For Example for 

Enmity: 


In Sabil an Najat Hamad bin Ateeq was asked: Are ‘muwalat’ (friendship) and 
muadat’ (enmity) among the meanings and necessities of ‘la ilaha illaAllah’? What 
would you say about this matter? 


His Answer: It is suffcient for a Muslim to know that showing enmity 
towards the mushrik is fardh (obligatory) and that it is required not to 
establish friendship with them. It is because by Allah (swt) commanding 
to show friendship towards the Muslim, He had informed that this is a 
necessity of iman. Those who befriend the closest relatives even his 
fathers, brothers and kins if they were those who fght against Allah and 
RasulAllah and showing enmity towards them are not considered 
having made iman. 

When it comes to the fact whether this reality is a necessity of ‘la ilaha 
illaAllah’ or not: Allah (swt) did not make us responsible to research 
this. That which is wajib for us is to know that showing enmity towards the 
mushrik is fard and to perform accordingly. Whoever knows and 
accepts that this is a necessity of ‘la ilaha illaAllah’ this is goodness for 
him. However none is responsible to know this exactly this way. 


[Sabil an-Najat Wal-Fikak min muwalat al murtadin wa'l atrak; Hamad b.Atiq] 


As For Takfir Tatseel was Given in it too 
Like 2 Narrations From Najadiya I 
Provided in Previous Pages 
As for More Details I Recommend You 
To Read Our Projects: 


1."Dawah Najadiya Vs Ghulah Hazimiyah" 
2.”Al Salaf Al Salih Vs Ghulah Hazimiyah” 
3.”Salaf Of Ghulah” 

4."Manat Of Kufr For Third Nullifier” 
5."Third Nullitier & Chain Takfir” 


Ibn Malik Al-Athari 
(Mexposing hazimiyah 


